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This application is abandoned in view of: 

1. M Applicant's failure to timely file a proper reply to the Office letter mailed on 03 March 2005 . 

(a) □ A reply was received on (with a Certificate of Mailing or Transmission dated ), which is after the expiration of the 

period for reply (including a total extension of time of month(s)) which expired on . 

(b) □ A proposed reply was received on , but it does not constitute a proper reply under 37 CFR 1.1 13 (a) to the final rejection. 

(A proper reply under 37 CFR 1.113 to a final rejection consists only of: (1) a timely filed amendment which places the 
application in condition for allowance; (2) a timely filed Notice of Appeal (with appeal fee); or (3) a timely filed Request for 
Continued Examination (RCE) in compliance with 37 CFR 1.114). 

(c) □ A reply was received on but it does not constitute a proper reply, or a bona fide attempt at a proper reply, to the non- 

final rejection. See 37 CFR 1.85(a) and 1.1 1 1. (See explanation in box 7 below). 

(d) S No reply has been received. 

2. □ Applicant's failure to timely pay the required issue fee and publication fee, if applicable, within the statutory period of three months 

from the mailing date of the Notice of Allowance (PTOL-85). 

(a) □ The issue fee and publication fee, if applicable, was received on (with a Certificate of Mailing or Transmission dated 

), which is after the expiration of the statutory period for payment of the issue fee (and publication fee) set in the Notice of 

Allowance (PTOL-85). 

(b) □ The submitted fee of $ is insufficient. A balance of $ is due. 

The issue fee required by 37 CFR 1.18 is $ __. The publication fee, if required by 37 CFR 1.18(d), is $ . 

(c) □ The issue fee and publication fee, if applicable, has not been received. 

3-D Applicant's failure to timely file corrected drawings as required by, and within the three-month period set in, the Notice of 
Allowability (PTO-37). 

(a) □ Proposed corrected drawings were received on (with a Certificate of Mailing or Transmission dated ), which is 

after the expiration of the period for reply. 

(b) □ No corrected drawings have been received. 

4. □ The letter of express abandonment which is signed by the attorney or agent of record, the assignee of the entire interest, or all of 

the applicants. 

5. □ The letter of express abandonment which is signed by an attorney or agent (acting in a representative capacity under 37 CFR 

1 .34(a)) upon the filing of a continuing application. 

6. □ The decision by the Board of Patent Appeals and Interference rendered on and because the period for seeking court review 

of the decision has expired and there are no allowed claims. 

7. M The reason(s) below: 

Unable to contact attorney of record Mark B. Ward (regarding response to the last Office Action) in light of 
discussions with previous attorney of record Mr. Thibodeau, Reg. No. 31 ,671 . 




Petitions to revive under 37 CFR 1 .1 37(a) or (b), or requests to withdraw the holding of abandonment under 37 CFR 1.181, should be promptly filed to 
minimize any negative effects on patent term. 

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office ^ - 

PTOL-1432 (Rev. 04-01) Notice of Abandonment Part of Paper No. 20050628 
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1. Claim 53 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 53, which basically is the same as claim 12, is rejected for the reasons claim 12 
was. In essence, applicant is setting forth that a processing aid is added in claim 1 1 yet 
claim 12 recites that the concentration can be 0 ppm, which renders claim 12 indefinite, 
le, there has to be some percentage of additive recited in claim 12— such cannot be 0 
ppm. 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 
that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 43, 44, 48, 52, 53, 56, 64 and 66-71 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) 
as being anticipated by Shamshoum et al essentially for reasons of record noting the 
following. While applicant has amended the claims to recite a homopolymer of sPP, it is 
submitted that the method and film made by the applied reference employs sPP in 
some percentage of the overall film composition, and the sPP used is a homopolymer of 
sPP absent any evidence to the contrary, of which there is none. Hence, the claims 
remain anticipated. 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 



Application/Control Number: 10/699,956 Page 3 

Art Unit: 1732 

the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 45-47, 49-51 , 54, 55, 57-63 and 65 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Shamshoum et al for reasons of record as set forth in 
paragraph 2, supra and paragraph 4 of the previous action. 

4. Applicant's arguments filed May 6, 205 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. Applicant has amended the claims to recite using a homopolymer of 
sPP. However, there is no indication that the sPP used to make the film in the applied 
reference is not a homopolymer. Also, the melting temperature shown in Table 2 is that 
of the mixture of sPP and iPP, not for just the sPP itself. It is submitted that the instant 
peak melt temperature of 120-140 deg C would have been within the skill level of the 
art. 

5. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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6.Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Mathieu D. Vargot whose telephone number is 571 272- 
1211. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri from 9 to 6. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Michael Colaianni, can be reached on 571 272-1196. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 
872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




M. Vargot 
July 1,2005 



Mathieu D. Vargot 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 1732 
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